STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re ) Fair Hearing No. 15,290
g
)
Appeal of )
| NTRODUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals the decision by the Departnent
of Social Wl fare denying his application for Ceneral
Assi stance (GA) for paynment of his roomrent. The issue is
whet her the petitioner was eligible under either the general
provi sions of the programor was facing a "catastrophic

situation”™ within the nmeaning of the pertinent regul ations.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

The petitioner is sixty years old and has no
dependents. He owns a canper that he lives in during the
sutmmer. In late fall the canpground cl osed and the
petitioner had to nove out of the canper. He noved into a
room ng house, but fell behind in his rent. On Decenber 3,
1997, he applied for GA. At that tinme, he had a notice
stating that he had to nove out within 10 days. The
Depart ment deni ed the application because the petitioner was
abl e- bodi ed and did not have two or nore barriers to
enpl oynent .

At the hearing held on Decenber 17, 1997, the
petitioner stated that he had obtained a job on Decenber 1
1997, but had been laid off after two weeks due to | ack of

work. He stated that his rent was paid through Decenber 19,
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and that he had until Decenber 24 to pay the follow ng weeks
rent. The petitioner did not allege that he woul d be unabl e

to look for work in the neanti ne.

ORDER

The Departnent's decision is affirned.

REASONS
GA is available only to those individuals who ot herw se

qualify and who are facing an "energency need". The
regulations (WA.M > 2600) provide that applicants who are
"abl e- bodi ed" can qualify for GAonly if they have two or

nore "barriers to enploynment” as set forth in > 2600 or if

they are facing a "catastrophic situation"” as defined in >
2602 of the regul ations.

The hearing officer did not pursue the issue of whether
the petitioner net nore than one enpl oynent barrier (the
department concedes he neets one barrier based on his age)
because as of the date of the hearing the petitioner had
recently been working and was up to date in his rent, and it
was not at all clear that the petitioner would be unable to
pay his rent when it becane due the follow ng week. The
hearing officer advised the petitioner to reapply for GAif
and when he was facing a | oss of housing due to nonpaynent

of rent.
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| nasmuch as it turns out that the petitioner was
tenporarily able to resolve his housing problens w thout
resort to GA, and there was no showi ng that he woul d be
unable to do so again, it nmust be concluded that he had no
energency need. The Departnent’'s decision is in accord with

t he applicable regul ations and nust, therefore, be affirned.
3 V.S A > 3091(d) and Fair Hearing No. 17.
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